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Abstract
Background: Varying reports concerning the duration and reliability of different permethrin preparations’ efficacy
can be found in the literature. The aim of this study was to investigate the dynamics of the distribution and
efficacy of four different spot-on formulations with permethrin as the active ingredient formulated with different
solvents. To examine the influence of these solvents on the speed of distribution and the acaricidal activity of
permethrin in the coat, an in vivo study under laboratory conditions was performed. Six dogs per test period were
treated with the recommended dose and 1, 14 and 28 days after treatment dogs were infested with Dermacentor
reticulatus ticks: a) on the back, near the application site, and b) on the hind leg, the greatest possible distance
from the application site. Efficacies were determined 6 hours after tick infestation to examine the repellent effect
and the speed of kill of the products which plays an important role in the context of tick transmitted diseases.
Results: After six hours of exposure, a significant acaricidal efficacy (p < 0.001) could be observed in all treated
groups over the whole duration of the study, regardless of which product was used. While the arithmetic mean of
attached ticks was < 3 on Day 1, numbers increased over the course of the study to a mean of > 9 on Day 28.
However, most of these ticks were dead even 28 days after treatment, as the mean of live attached ticks was still < 2.
Significant differences could neither be found between the different permethrin spot-on formulations, nor between
the two parts of the body (p > 0.05).
Conclusions: All products were able to kill ticks within six hours following infestation from Day 1 to Day 28 after
treatment. Additionally, no significant difference between the tick numbers on the back and the hind leg could be
found at any time, which implies a homogenous distribution of permethrin over the body. The efficacy of all four
products was comparable during the whole study period, showing that the different solvents do not significantly
affect the dynamics of distribution.
Background
There are currently almost 900 known tick species, of
which about 10% are parasites that can affect domestic
and companion animals making them of focus in acari-
cidal control [1,2]. The importance of these arthropods
arises especially from their role as vectors and parasites.
Ticks are known to transmit viruses, bacteria, fungi,
protozoa and nematodes, with every genus and species
possessing its own specific germ flora. One of the most
important ticks in companion animals is Dermacentor
reticulatus, a three host tick from the family Ixodidae
which is widely distributed across Europe. D. reticulatus
has been found from southern France to central Ger-
many [3-5], and from the United Kingdom to as far east
as Central Asia [6]. D. reticulatus achieves its main sig-
nificance from being a vector of Babesia canis, a proto-
zoan piroplasmid that causes babesiosis in dogs [7,8].
Furthermore, D. reticulatus transmits Francisella tular-
ensis, Coxiella burnetti, Theileria equi and several Rick-
ettsia species [7,9,10].
To minimize the risk of tick transmitted diseases, a
compound should ideally prevent tick attachment or
should kill attached ticks rapidly. Although the minimal
transmission time is hard to assess, it is known for some
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before transmission occurs [11,12]. Since its discovery in
the 1970 s [13], permethrin has been used for the pre-
vention and control of many arthropod species. It is a
type I pyrethroid that is used in companion and food-
producing animals as well as for the impregnation of
clothes and nets in order to repel and kill insects and
ticks likewise. There are currently four spot-on prepara-
tions for dogs registered in Germany which all contain
permethrin as the active substance and recommend the
same amount of drug per kilogram body weight. How-
ever, they all have different pharmaceutical formulations
and use varying solvents. A previous study has shown
significant differences in the efficacy of two formulations
with the same concentration of permethrin dissolved in
different solvents [14]. This indicates that solvents may
p l a yar o l ei nt h ed i s t r i b u t i o no ft h ea c t i v ei n g r e d i e n t
and may therefore influence the efficacy of the drug. In
a further study, an increased number of ticks could be
observed on the legs of treated dogs in comparison to
t h er e s to ft h eb o d y[ 1 5 ] .T h ea u t h o r se x p l a i nt h i sw i t h
a possible uneven distribution of the active ingredient
over the body surface after topical application. However,
i th a st ob ek e p ti nm i n dt h a tt h i ss t u d yw a saf i e l d
study which was conducted with dogs that showed vary-
ing coat lengths, which can play a role in the distribu-
tion of permethrin.
The present study was designed to comparatively eval-
uate the efficacy of all four permethrin products under
laboratory conditions. The efficacy on the hind legs was
compared to the efficacy on the back close to the appli-
cation site at 24 hours, 14 days and 28 days after appli-
cation. This allowed the evaluation of possible variations
in efficacy, which could be related to differences in the
distribution of the active substance over the body sur-
face, and of the length of the acaricidal efficacy.
Methods
Study design
Four products containing the active substance perme-
thrin were tested in four test periods over a duration of
18 months. Each test period lasted 28 days, starting with
the treatment on study day 0 and including experiments
on study day 1, 14 and 28 after treatment. To ensure
uniform conditions, the study was carried out in a
cross-over-design, as every product was tested on the
same six dogs at different time points and the control
group was formed by the same six dogs in every test
period. Furthermore, every product was tested once in
the spring and once in autumn in order to take season-
able fluctuations into account, which can even play a
role under laboratory conditions. A detailed table of the
study design is depicted in Additional File 1. At least
12 weeks were present between two treatments in order
to avoid accumulation of the active substance. The four
spot-on preparations used in this study were Exspot
®
(Intervet Deutschland GmbH), Fletic
® (IDT Biologika
GmbH), Preventic
® (Virbac Tierarzneimittel GmbH)
and Advantix
® (Bayer Vital GmbH). All formulations
contain the pyrethroid permethrin in an equal amount
per kg of body weight when applied as indicated in the
package insert. The solvents contained in the different
formulations were 1-methoxypropan-2-ol in Exspot
®,
N-methylpyrrolidon in Fletic
®, isopropylmyristat in Pre-
ventic
® and 1-methyl-2-pyrrolidone in Advantix
®.
Advantix
® additionally contains the active substance
imidacloprid and represents a combination preparation.
The animal experiments have been approved by the
federal state authority (AZ. 33.9-42502-04-08/1560).
Dogs and Ticks
The study was conducted with a group of twelve bea-
gles, which consisted of two females and ten males aged
between ten months and 3.5 years. Six of the dogs
represented the control group and were treated at no
time with permethrin or any other ectoparasiticide. The
other six dogs were further divided into two treatment
groups of three dogs each. During each test period the
dogs were kept in individual pens to rule out any possi-
bility of cross-contamination. Humidity in the rooms
ranged between 30 and 70% and temperature ranged
between 15 and 25°C.
The study was carried out using unfed adult ticks of
the species D. reticulatus.T h et i c k so r i g i n a t e df r o ma
laboratory reared strain from ClinVet International
(Bloemfontein, South Africa) and were classified as
pathogen free. One day before each study day, ticks
were assessed for activity and presorted into batches of
20, comprising ten males and ten females.
Treatment
The cross-over design resulted in two products each
being tested at the same time in three dogs. Furthermore,
each formulation was tested once in the spring and once
in autumn. The control group consisted of the same 6
dogs in each test period. Exspot
® and Fletic
® were tested
in spring of year one and autumn of year two. The values
of the control animals in these test periods are repre-
sented by control I. Preventic
® and Advantix
® were
tested in autumn of year one and spring of year two. The
values of the control animals of these test periods are
represented by control II. Therefore the simultaneously
tested treatments Exspot
®/Fletic
® and Preventic
®/
Advantix
® each had their own pool of control animals
for comparison.
On study day 0, the dogs of the treatment groups
were treated with the products of the current test per-
iod. The spot-on was applied with a pipette directly
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shoulder blades. The application site was inspected for
local reactions 1 hour and 24 hours after treatment.
To take account of the varying weights of the dogs
and in order to make all products comparable, the
dosage was calculated according to each dog’sb o d y
weight. The manufacturers of Exspot
®,F l e t i c
® and Pre-
ventic
® recommend a dosage of 1 ml (containing
744 mg permethrin) for dogs weighing up to 15 kg,
which implies that animals weighing 15 kg receive the
minimal effective dosage. This means a minimal dosage
of 0.07 ml spot-on, or 49.6 mg permethrin per kg of
body weight. Advantix
® contains 500 mg permethrin
per ml and 2.5 ml of the product are recommended for
dogs weighing 10 kg to 25 kg, hence a dosage of 0.1 ml
spot-on or 50 mg permethrin per kg of body weight is
registered. Therefore, all products were applied with the
same amount of active substance per kg body weight.
Chambers
Infestation with ticks was done using plastic chambers
firmly attached to the infestation site on the thoracic
wall (close to the permethrin application site) and to the
hind leg.
Each leg-chamber (Figure 1) consisted of a polypropy-
lene screw cap beaker with a capacity of 120 ml. The
thread and bottom were sawed off so as to obtain a
tube with a length of 5 cm and a diameter of 5.15 cm.
Two 4 cm wide strips of cloth were glued to each open-
ing of the tube around its whole circumference as a
means of fixing the chamber around the dog’s leg while
still maintaining flexibility. This also ensured sufficient
a i rs u p p l yf o rt h et i c k s .T oo f f e rt h et i c k sa na r e af o r
retreat, a piece of bent polypropylene was put into the
chamber with its convex side inwards. To keep the
chamber in position it was fixed with adhesive tape to a
leg splint that was attached to the dog’sh i n dl e g .T h e
ticks could be placed in the chamber before the upper
side of the tube was sealed.
Each back-chamber (Figure 2) consisted of a rectangu-
lar piece of foam with a size of 15 × 10 × 3 cm. A tun-
nel with a diameter of 3.5 cm was cut into the middle.
T h eb o t t o mp a r to fa6 . 5c mP e t r id i s hi nw h i c h3 0
small holes had been drilled for air supply was used to
close the external opening of this tunnel. The whole
appliance was attached to the side of the dog’s thoracic
wall about 10 cm away from the application site by
means of a cohesive elastic bandage. The ticks could
then be placed in the chamber by removing the Petri
dish.
Both chambers contained a separate compartment
where the ticks were placed for infestation. This ensured
the application of the ticks without placing them directly
onto the dog’s fur and without immediate contact to the
permethrin which would allow them to escape the repel-
lent activity and stay away from the skin. For their blood
meal the ticks had to move actively onto the dog’s skin.
Experiments
Experiments were performed on day 1, 14 and 28 after
treatment. Every dog was anaesthetised for approxi-
mately 30 minutes with a combination of medetomidin-
hydrochlorid (0.04 mg/kg of body weight) and ketamin
(2 mg/kg of body weight) which was applied intramus-
cularly. Chambers were then attached to the dog’sr i g h t
side and right hind leg respectively as described above.
Figure 1 Leg chamber. The picture shows the right hind leg of a
dog with the leg chamber. The leg splint can be seen in green and
the polypropylene tube in the middle with white strips of cloth.
They are both fixed to the leg with adhesive tape. The ticks are
visible in the retreat area.
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directly before infestation. Each chamber was equipped
with 20 ticks and was then sealed to prevent the ticks
from leaving their designated skin area. A space collar
was fastened around each dog’s neck for the time of tick
exposure to prevent the animals from damaging the
chambers.
Assessment of ticks
After an exposure period of six hours, the chambers
were removed and the ticks were counted and their con-
dition assessed. Each tick was categorized as being either
“free” or “attached”. Attached ticks were then carefully
removed, assessed according to their vitality and cate-
gorized as “live” (normal directed movement), “dead”
(no movement at all) or “moribund” (ticks showing
some kind of movement but not directed). All ticks
were assessed again after 24 hours to assure that recov-
ery could not be observed for ticks that had shown no
directed movement. As all “moribund” ticks were dead
after 24 hours, these were eventually added to the cate-
gory “dead”. The engorgement status was not deter-
mined as the time period of six hours was too short for
the intake of visible amounts of fluid.
Statistical methods
For the statistical analysis, data from the spring and
autumn were pooled for each product. To evaluate the
acaricidal efficacy of the spot-on products after an expo-
sure time of six hours, the total number of dead ticks
(free plus attached) in each chamber was analysed. The
data for the dead ticks were evaluated with one-way
ANOVA and Dunnett’sm u l t i p l ec o m p a r i s o nt e s tt o
compare each treatment group at each time point with
its particular control group in order to detect significant
differences (p ≤ 0.05). It was further differentiated
between extremely significant (***, p < 0.001), very sig-
nificant (**, p = 0.001 to 0.01) and significant (*, p =
0.01 to 0.05) results. To compare the different products
with each other, values of the treated groups were cor-
rected for the values of the respective control. The num-
ber of dead ticks in the control group was assumed to
be the number of ticks that died from natural causes, so
for each dog in each treatment group the arithmetic
mean of dead ticks in its specific control group was sub-
tracted from its own number of dead ticks. A Kruskal-
Wallis-Test was then performed with these corrected
values in order to compare the different products to
each other.
To describe the repelling properties of the spot-on
products, the total number of attached ticks, regardless
of their vitality, was evaluated. This represents a very
conservative approach, assuming that every tick attach-
ment harbours the risk of pathogen transmission and
not taking the time of feeding into account. To link
these data to the acaricidal efficacy, the vitality status of
the attached ticks was assessed. Due to the partially low
attachment rates in the controls (e.g. control II had a
lower attachment rate than the treatment groups on the
back on study day 14 and 28) no statistical analysis
comparing numbers of total attached ticks in the treat-
ment groups with those in the control groups could be
done, however, treatment groups were statistically com-
pared to each other. In order to do this, a correction of
the values was performed to take the different control
groups into account. It was assumed that the number of
attached ticks in the control group represented the
attachment rate under the conditions of the experi-
ments, so the arithmetic mean of each control group
was used to calculate a relative value. The number of
attached ticks of each dog in the treatment group was
divided by its particular control group and hereby a
relative value which could be used in a Kruskal-Wallis
test for the comparison of the different products was
generated.
A Mann-Whitney test was performed for the compari-
son of the data for the leg and back for each product
individually.
Statistical analyses were done using GraphPad Prism
Version 5.01 (GraphPad Software, La Jolla, USA).
Results
Results of the acaricidal efficacy evaluation are presented
as box plots in Figure 3. For graphic presentation of the
dead and live attached ticks, the medians are shown as
stacked columns in Figure 4 and 5. Individual group
values of attached ticks are provided in Additional
File 2.
Figure 2 Back chamber. The picture shows a back chamber of a
dog. The green foam is fixed with white adhesive tape around the
thorax. The holes for air supply in the Petri dish are visible as well
as the ticks in the retreat area.
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During the whole study the control groups showed a
median of 0 - 1.5 and an arithmetic mean (AM) of 0.4 -
2.2 dead ticks on the back (Figure 3). The permethrin
products’ median range of dead ticks was 9.0 - 15.0
(AM: 10.2 - 15.2) on Day 1, 16.0 - 17.0 (AM: 16.2 -16.7)
on Day 14 and 13.0 - 15.5 (AM: 12.3 - 16.3) on Day 28.
This represents an extremely significant (p < 0.001) dif-
ference for dead ticks for each product compared to its
control group over the whole 28 days. The products
were not significantly different to each other (p > 0.05).
The statistical analysis for dead ticks on the leg revealed
an equally significant difference compared to controls
over the whole study period (Figure 3). While the med-
ian of the control groups showed a range of 0 - 2.0
(AM: 0.7 - 2.1) dead ticks during the whole study, the
median range for the treatment groups was 17.0 - 19.5
(AM: 15.7 - 18.4) on Day 1, 13.5 - 18.0 (AM: 14.7 -
17.0) on Day 14 and 12.5 - 15.0 (AM: 11.7 - 15.8) on
Day 28. No significant difference could be seen between
the products.
The statistical analysis for the numbers of dead ticks
on the back and leg in comparison for each product
individually did not show a significant difference (p >
0.05). Neither did the values of the control groups for
the two parts of the body.
Repellent effect
When assessing the attached ticks on the back over the
whole duration of the study, the control groups showed a
median range of 3.0 - 11.5 and an AM range of 3.1 - 10.8.
In the treatment groups, the median range was 0 - 2.0
(AM: 1.5 - 2.8) attached ticks on Day 1, 3.5 - 5.0 (AM:
4.3 - 5.5) on Day 14 and 4.5 - 9.5 (AM: 5.3 - 9.2) on Day
28. However, most of these ticks were dead, which is illu-
strated in Figure 4. The median range of attached ticks
that were alive was only 0 - 0.5 (AM: 0 - 0.5) on Day 1, 0
(AM: 0 - 0.2) on Day 14 and 0 - 2.0 (AM: 0.7 - 1.8) on
numbers of dead ticks
Back
Day 14
Control I
Exspot
Fletic
Control II
Preventic
Advantix
0
5
10
15
20 *** *** *** ***
t
o
t
a
l
 
d
e
a
d
Back
Day 1
Control I
Exspot
Fletic
Control Il
Preventic
Advantix
0
5
10
15
20
***
*** *** ***
t
o
t
a
l
 
d
e
a
d
Back
Day 28
Control I
Exspot
Fletic
Control II
Preventic
Advantix
0
5
10
15
20
***
***
***
***
t
o
t
a
l
 
d
e
a
d
Leg
Day 1
Control I
Exspot
Fletic
Control II
Preventic
Advantix
0
5
10
15
20 *** *** *** ***
t
o
t
a
l
 
d
e
a
d
Leg
Day 28
Control I
Exspot
Fletic
Control II
Preventic
Advantix
0
5
10
15
20 *** ***
*** ***
t
o
t
a
l
 
d
e
a
d
Leg
Day 14
Control I
Exspot
Fletic
Control II
Preventic
Advantix
0
5
10
15
20 *** *** *** ***
t
o
t
a
l
 
d
e
a
d
Figure 3 Dead ticks on the back and on the leg over 28 days. The figure shows the numbers of dead ticks on the back and leg for each
product and for their particular control groups in a box plot diagram. The median is shown as well as the 25% and 75% percentile, and the
minimum and maximum number of dead ticks. The total number of ticks applied was 20, the number of dogs was n = 6 for each treatment
group and n = 12 for each control group, *** = p < 0.001.
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increased over the duration of the study from an arith-
metic mean of < 3 to > 9. While only single ticks were
alive 24 hours and 14 days after treatment, a mean of up
to 2 live attached ticks could be found on the last study
day.
For the live attached ticks on the back, no significant
difference between the products could be seen (p > 0.05).
For the numbers of total attached ticks, a significant dif-
ference was present between Exspot
®/Fletic
® and Pre-
ventic
®/Advantix
® on Day 14 on the back (p = 0.002).
On the leg, the control groups showed a median range
of 4.0 - 8.5 and an arithmetic mean range of 4.0 - 8.3
attached ticks over the whole duration of the study (Figure
5). Compared to this, the treatment groups showed a med-
ian of 0 attached ticks on Day 1 (AM: 0.2), 0 - 2.0 (AM: 0.2
- 2.7) on Day 14 and 2.0 - 4.0 (AM: 2.2 - 5.3) on Day 28.
Like on the back, the numbers of attached ticks that were
still alive on the leg were a lot lower, with a median of 0
(AM: 0 - 0.2) on Day 1, 0 (AM: 0 - 0.7) on Day 14 and 0 -
1.5 (AM: 0.7 - 1.5) on Day 28. Just like on the back, an
increase of attached ticks towards the end of the study is
apparent while the increase of attached ticks that were still
alive was not as distinct. There was no significant differ-
ence between the numbers of attached ticks on the leg for
the different products (p > 0.05).
The comparison of the numbers of live attached ticks
on the leg and back for each product individually did
not show a significant difference (p > 0.05), nor did the
comparison of the numbers for the control groups.
Discussion
The four products examined in this study have, to our
knowledge, never been tested under equal conditions
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Figure 4 Attached ticks on the back.F i g u r es h o w i n gt h e
attached ticks on the back over the course of the study. The
arithmetic mean of the total of attached ticks (white colour) and of
the live attached ticks in particular (dark colour) can be seen for
each product and for their particular control groups. The standard
error of mean is included.
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Figure 5 Attached ticks on the leg. Figure showing the attached
ticks on the leg over the course of the study. The arithmetic mean
of the total of attached ticks (white colour) and of the live attached
ticks in particular (dark colour) can be seen for each product and for
their particular control groups. The standard error of mean is
included.
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Page 6 of 9before. Many factors during a study can influence the
results in various directions. Examples are the seasonal
and even daily fluctuations in tick activity, or the consti-
tution of the laboratory animals. Deviating study designs
can also induce varying results [16,17]. Consequently, it
is difficult, or even impossible, to compare the results of
studies which have been performed in different labora-
tories, and at different times. If the characteristics of
several different products are compared, it is crucial to
test them under similar conditions. This was achieved in
the current study as all products were tested under
laboratory conditions on the same dogs in a cross-over
design over a period of 18 months.
Furthermore, the study design enables distinction
between the effect of the products in different areas of
the body, i.e. close to and far away from the application
site. Previous studies have reported a higher concentra-
tion of ticks on the legs of treated dogs, which was
explained by an uneven distribution of the active ingre-
dient [15]. To examine this observation more closely,
chambers were built for the back and for the hind leg in
order to evaluate independently the effect of permethrin
in the two areas.
The tick species used in the study was D. reticulatus.
Due to its role as a vector of B. canis, it belongs to the
most important tick species in Europe. However, very
few efficacy studies have been carried out with D. reticu-
latus. Furthermore, most acaricides are not explicitly
tested and registered for their efficacy against this tick
species meaning that only very limited data is available.
D. reticulatus was therefore chosen for this study to
generate data concerning the efficacy of the available
permethrin products against this important tick.
According to our own experience with acaricides, Der-
macentor seems to be less sensitive towards acaricidal
products compared to other genera such as Ixodes.I t
may therefore be assumed that a product which effec-
tively repels or kills Dermacentor will also perform
favourably with other tick species.
In order to evaluate the acaricidal efficacies of the
products, the number of dead ticks was assessed after
an exposition time of six hours. This time period was
chosen according to pilot experiments which were car-
ried out for up to 12 hours. The results show a signifi-
cant efficacy of all products already 24 hours after
treatment on the back as well as the leg. This indicates
that all formulations distributed the permethrin over the
whole body surface within 24 hours following topical
application. The effect of the active ingredient remained
apparent over the whole study period in all treatment
groups, as the numbers of dead ticks were still signifi-
cantly higher after 28 days. Furthermore, the speed of
kill was very high, as the ticks were only exposed to the
product for six hours. According to the “Guideline for
the Testing and Evaluation of the Efficacy of Antiparasi-
tic Substances for the Treatment and Prevention of Tick
and Flea Infestation in Dogs and Cats” by the EMEA
[18], ticks are recommended to be assessed 24-48 hours
after tick infestation, hence in this study an even higher
speed of kill could be determined than that necessary
for the registration of a product. The Guideline further
advises including the engorgement status of the ticks in
the interpretation of data, but this was not possible due
to the short exposure period of six hours.
Products with repelling properties, such as the investi-
gated permethrin products, strive to protect the treated
animal against attachment of ticks. This study demon-
strates that this can not be completely achieved by any
of the products over the duration of 28 days. However,
the specific study design has to be kept in mind, as the
ticks were trapped in their chambers. Under natural
conditions repellency is an immediate effect that usually
makes the tick leave the host after coming into contact
with a repelling substance. Although the chambers con-
tained a separate compartment for the ticks to hide and
possibly escape the acaricide, it may be possible that
after being forced to stay on the animal, the temptation
of a blood meal was stronger than the repellent effect of
the drug. On the other hand, it has been reported that
permethrin is not only absorbed after direct contact, but
that concentrations in the air can lead to the excretion
of metabolites in exposed people [19]. This potential
acaricidal effect on ticks that have not come into con-
tact with the hair or the skin has to be kept in mind as
the possibility of a certain permethrin concentration in
the air can not be eliminated in the chambers. Also, the
anaesthesia which was performed on the dogs has to be
considered when assessing the behaviour of ticks. The
changes in metabolism during anaesthesia and the lack-
ing movement of the dogs differ from natural condi-
tions. This may affect ticks concerning their movement
and their desire to attach to the host. It can generally be
assumed that it is easier for a tick to attach when the
host is immobile.
Although the presence of attached ticks is generally to
be avoided, most of the attached ticks in this study were
dead six hours after infestation, hence they were killed
within less than six hours after contact with the host.
Some studies have been conducted concerning the times
of feeding which are necessary for the transmission of
particular diseases [11,12]. They indicate that the risk of
transmitting diseases is very low when a tick has only
been feeding for a few hours, but for some pathogens
exact minimal transmission times still have to be investi-
gated, for example for Anaplasma phagocytophilum and
different Rickettsia species. This would be very valuable
information concerning the estimation of the efficacy of
repelling and acaricidal products. When comparing the
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Page 7 of 9numbers of attached ticks of the different products, no
significant difference between the products could be
found, except for the back on Day 14. Here the groups
Exspot
®/Fletic
® and Preventic
®/Advantix
® were signifi-
cantly different from each other. This can be explained
by the very low tick numbers of the control group of Pre-
ventic
® and Advantix
®, which was used to calculate a
relative value to be able to compare the groups with each
other. The absolute numbers of the different products
were very similar on that day.
When comparing the data for the leg with that for the
back, no major differences were found. When the con-
trol groups were taken as a reference, the two areas of
the body generally showed slightly different numbers of
attached ticks, which implies that the back region is
principally more appealing to the ticks. However, reduc-
tion of attached ticks in comparison to the control was
the same for both parts of the body. This leads to the
assumption that the concentration of the active ingredi-
ent permethrin was comparable on the back and leg
even after four weeks implying that the distribution of
permethrin over the skin is homogenous, whether the
area is close to the application site or as far away as
possible on the hind leg.
Conclusions
The study shows that the different solvents in the four
examined products do not lead to a different distribu-
tion of permethrin over the body surface as all the pro-
ducts show a homogenous effect at the different body
parts over 28 days. In all products efficacy decreases
over the study period of 28 days and there is no signifi-
cant difference between the four products’ efficacy and
speed of kill.
Additional material
Additional file 1: Study design. Table showing the four study periods
including seasonal information and the allocation of the dogs to the
different products and the two control groups.
Additional file 2: Data for attached ticks. Table showing data of the
total of attached ticks and the live attached ticks. The range of found
ticks is shown for each product for all study days as well as the
arithmetic mean and median.
Acknowledgements
We are grateful to Bayer Animal Health GmbH, Intervet Deutschland
GmbH and Virbac Tierarzneimittel GmbH for financial support of parts of
the study.
Author details
1Institute for Parasitology, University of Veterinary Medicine Hannover,
Foundation, Buenteweg 17, 30559, Hannover, Germany.
2Department of
Pharmacology, Toxicology and Pharmacy, University of Veterinary Medicine
Hannover, Foundation, Buenteweg 17, 30559, Hannover, Germany.
Authors’ contributions
SW, WB, MK and TS participated in the conception and design of the study.
SW coordinated the study. JL carried out the experimental part of the study
and the statistical analysis and drafted the manuscript. WB participated in
analyzing the data.
All authors read and approved the final manuscript.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Received: 4 February 2011 Accepted: 30 March 2011
Published: 30 March 2011
References
1. Guglielmone AA, Robbins RG, Apanaskevich DA, Petney TN, Estrada-Peña A,
Horak IG, Shao R, Barker SC: The Argasidae, Ixodidae and Nuttalliellidae
(Acari: Ixodida) of the world: a list of valid species names. Zootaxa 2010,
2528:1-28.
2. Eckert J, Friedhoff TF, Zahner H, Deplazes P: Metazoa. Lehrbuch der
Parasitologie für die Tiermedizin. 2 edition. Stuttgart: Enke Verlag; 2008,
375-391.
3. Martinod S, Gilot B: Epidemiology of canine babesiosis in relation to the
activity of Dermacentor reticulatus in southern Jura (France). Exp Appl
Acarol 1991, 11:215-222.
4. Dautel H, Dippel C, Oehme R, Hartelt K, Schettler E: Evidence for an
increased geographical distribution of Dermacentor reticulatus in
Germany and detection of Rickettsia sp. RpA4. Int J Med Microbiol 2006,
296:149-156.
5. Zahler M, Steffen T, Lutz S, Hahnel WC, Rinder H, Gothe R: Babesia canis
and Dermacentor reticulatus in Munich: a new endemic focus in
Germany. Tierarztl Prax 2000, 28(K):116-20.
6. Tharme AP: Ecological studies on the tick Dermacentor reticulatus. PhD
thesis University College of North Wales; 1993.
7. Hauschild S, Schein E: Zur Artspezifität von Babesia canis. Berl Munch
Tierarztl 1996, 109:216-219.
8. Chauvin A, Moreau E, Bonnet S, Plantard O, Malandrin L: Babesia and its
hosts: adaptation to long-lasting interactions as a way to achieve
efficient transmission. Vet Res 2009, 40:37.
9. Süss J, Fingerle V, Hunfeld K-P, Schrader C, Wilske B: Durch Zecken
übertragene, humanpathogene und bisher als apathogen geltende
Mikroorganismen in Europa. Bundesgesundheitsblatt Gesundheitsforschung
Gesundheitsschutz 2004, 47:470-486.
10. Dobec M, Golubic D, Punda-Polic V, Kaeppeli F, Sievers M: Rickettsia
helvetica in Dermacentor reticulatus Ticks. Emerg Infect Dis 2009, 15:98-100.
11. Piesman J, Spielman A: Human Babesiosis on Nantucket Island:
Prevalence of Babesia microti in Ticks. Am J Trop Med Hyg 1980,
29(5):742-746.
12. Piesman J, Mather TN, Sinsky RJ, Spielman A: Duration of tick attachment
and Borrelia burgdorferi transmission. J Clin Microbiol 1987, 25(3):557-558.
13. Elliott M, Farmham AW, Janes NF, et al: A photostable pyrethroid. Nature
1973, 246:169-170.
14. Endris RG, Hair JA, Anderson G, Rose WB, Disch D, Meyer JA: Efficacy of
Two 65% Permethrin Spot-on Formulations Against Induced Infestations
of Ctenocephalides felis (Insecta: Siphonaptera) and Amblyomma
americanum (Acari: Ixodidae) on Beagles. Vet Ther 2003, 4(1):47-55.
15. Otranto D, Lia RP, Cantacessi C, Galli G, Paradies P, Mallia E, Capelli G:
Efficacy of a combination of imidacloprid 10%/permethrin 50% versus
fipronil 10%/(S)-methoprene 12%, against ticks in naturally infected
dogs. Vet Parasitol 2005, 130:293-304.
16. Epe C, Coatin N, Stanneck D: Efficacy of the Compound Preparation
Imidacloprid 10% (w/v)/Permethrin 50% (w/v) Spot-on against Ticks (I.
ricinus, R. sanguineus) and Fleas (C. felis) on Dogs. Parasitol Res 2003,
90:122-124.
17. Hostetler J, Dryden MW, Payne PA, Smith V: Evaluation of an Imidacloprid
(8.8% w/w)–Permethrin (44.0% w/w) Topical Spot-On and a Fipronil
(9.8% w/w)–(S)-Methoprene (8.8% w/w) Topical Spot-On to Repel,
Prevent Attachment, and Kill Adult Rhipicephalus sanguineus and
Dermacentor variabilis Ticks on Dogs. Vet Ther 2006, 7(3):187-198.
18. European Medicines Agency, Committee for Medicinal Products for
Veterinary Use: Guideline for the Testing and Evaluation of the Efficacy of
Lüssenhop et al. Parasites & Vectors 2011, 4:45
http://www.parasitesandvectors.com/content/4/1/45
Page 8 of 9Antiparasitic Substances for the Treatment and Prevention of Tick and
Flea Infestation in Dogs and Cats. London 2007.
19. Dai H, Asakawa F, Jitsunari F: Study of Indoor Air Pollution by Permethrin:
Determination of Permethrin in Indoor Air and 3-phenoxybenzoic acid
in Residents’ Urine as an Exposure Index. Jpn J Environ Toxicol 2006,
9(1):31-41.
doi:10.1186/1756-3305-4-45
Cite this article as: Lüssenhop et al.: Dynamics of distribution and
efficacy of different spot-on permethrin formulations in dogs artificially
infested with Dermacentor reticulatus. Parasites & Vectors 2011 4:45.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 
• Convenient online submission
• Thorough peer review
• No space constraints or color ﬁgure charges
• Immediate publication on acceptance
• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar
• Research which is freely available for redistribution
Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
Lüssenhop et al. Parasites & Vectors 2011, 4:45
http://www.parasitesandvectors.com/content/4/1/45
Page 9 of 9